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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-19 are currently pending and have been examined. 

.Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments filed 7 April 2005 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In regards to Applicant's comments regarding the Examiner's 
interpretation of the term "token", the Applicant notes that the 
term "token" is intended to be given its plain meaning. However, 
the Applicant discloses that the term "token" is defined in the 
specification on page 23, which was also noted by the Examiner 
in the Non Final Rejection mailed 24 September 2004. The 
Applicant's comments do not reflect the Examiner's 
interpretation as shown the Non Final Rejection and as required 
by MPEP 2111 and 2111.01. If a term is defined in the 
specification, that term is given its broadest reasonable 
interpretation as required by MPEP 2111 and is not interpreted 
by its plain meaning. The words of the claim must be given their 
plain meaning unless applicant has provided a clear definition 
in the specification . See In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321, 13 
USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989) During patent examination, 
the pending claims must be "given their broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification." See In re 
Hyatt, 211 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 
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2000) . The broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims must 
also be consistent with the interpretation that those skilled in 
the art would reach. See In re Cortright, 165 F.3d 1353, 1359, 
49 USPQ2d 1464, 1468 (Fed. Cir. 1999) 

Therefore, the term "token" is being given its broadest 
reasonable interpretation as required by MPEP 2lil and as noted 
in the Non Final Rejection, wherein the term "token" was 
interpreted to mean an "URL" and/or a "domain name" consistent 
with the specification's definition of a "token" being "a link" 
that "dotes] not refer directly to a server/directory/file name 
at which the data object is located". 

•The Applicant also argues that the limitation "in exchange 
for payment" is clear on its face and requires no additional 
explanation. The Examiner does not agree. The claim does provide 
any method, machine, or manufacture to practice the limitation 
and, therefore, does not provide a clear disclosure of this 
subject matter. The Examiner cannot find such support for this 
limitation in the claim and the Applicant has not specifically 
pointed out the support for which the limitation has within the 
specification, therefore, in view of the Examiner, the 
limitation does not meet the requirements of 35 USC 112, 1 st 
paragraph. See 35 USC 112, 1 st paragraph ("The specification 
shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the 
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manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and use the same. . .") . 

The Applicant argues that "RFC 1034" does not disclose an 
intermediary server and a data storage device that are 
accessible to the intermediary server as defined in the claim; 
The Examiner is not persuaded by these arguments. 

The Applicant argues that the "resolver" as shown in "RFC 
1034" is not a "server". RFC 1034 discloses: 

"One option for implementing a resolver is to move the 
resolution function out of the local machine and into a name 
server which supports recursive queries." (section 5.3.2 "Stub 
resolvers") 

The Applicant also argues that the data storage devices or 
"hosts" are not accessible through the intermediary server. RFC 
1034 discloses: 

" Resolvers are programs that interface user programs to 
domain name servers . In the simplest case, a resolver receives a 
request from a user program (e.g., mail programs, TELNET, FTP) 
in the form of a subroutine call, system call etc., and returns 
the desired information in a form compatible with the local 
host's data formats." (section 5.1 "Introduction") 
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"The resolver. . . may need to consult name servers on other 
hosts . . . a resolver may need to consult several name servers ..." 
(section 5.1 "Introduction") 

Therefore, given the above disclosures in "RFC 1034" and 
the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim as required 
by MPEP 2111, "RFC 1034" does disclose the limitations of the 
claim, wherein the- intermediary server or "stub resolver" is on 
a "name server" and the "name server" interfaces client 
applications or "user programs" to make the data storage device 
or "hosts" accessible to the "user program" through the "name 
server" . 

Claim Interpretation 

The element "token" defined on page 23, lines 3-10 of the 
specification and recited in claims 7-8, 11-13, 18, and 19 will 
be given its broadest reasonable interpretation and will be 
interpreted by the Examiner as a "domain name" and "URL" that i 
consistent with the disclosures of the specification and the 
interpretation that those skilled in the art would reach. See 
MPEP § 2111. 

The Applicant has not provided a clear definition for the 
term "resource locator" recited in claim 9 within the 
specification. Therefore, the Examiner will interpret this 
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element by its plain meaning as if the term was interpreted by 
one of ordinary skill in the art. See MPEP § 2111.01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.G. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The 
claim (s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art 
to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, 
to make and/or use the invention. 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "in exchange for payment". 
This limitation was not described in the specification to enable 
one skilled in the art to use the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 



Claims 1-5 and 7-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by "Request for Comments (RFC) 1034: Domain 
Names - Concepts and Facilities" by Mockapetris, P. ("RFC 
1034") . 

Regarding claim 1, "RFC 1034" discloses a data storage 
system (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS") comprising: 

a communication network (referred to throughout the 
reference as "domain" or "local network" or "organization") ; 

a client application ("user program") coupled to the 
network and generating an access request for stored data 
("resource" or "desired information"; page 29, section 5.1 
"Introduction", paragraph 1), wherein the client application 
lacks a priori knowledge of the location of the requested data 
(page 3, section 2.2 "DNS design goals", specifically the text 
"We should be able to use names to retrieve host address, 
mailbox data, and other as yet undetermined information."); 



1 
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an intermediary server ("resolver", more specifically "stub 
resolver") coupled to the network to receive the request (page 
29, section 5.1 Introduction", paragraph 1; page 32, section 
5.3.1 "Stub resolvers") ; 

one or more data storage devices ("hosts") : accessible 
through the intermediary server and having a plurality of data 
units, including the stored data that is requested by the client 
application, stored at selected locations therein (page 6, 
section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME 
SPACE and..."; page 29, section 5.1 Introduction", paragraph 1) ; 

a storage server ("name server") having knowledge of the 
location of the data units in the storage devices and having an 
interface for communicating with the intermediary server (page 
6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", paragraphs "NAME SERVERS" 
and "RESOLVERS", specifically in "RESOLVERS", "RESOLVERS are 
programs that extract information from name servers..."); 

processes within the intermediary server responsive to a 
received data access request for communicating with the storage 
server to obtain knowledge about the location of requested data 
(page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", paragraphs "NAME 
SERVERS" and "RESOLVERS", specifically in "NAME SERVERS", "NAME 
SERVERS" are server programs which hold information about the 
domain tree's structure and set information" and specifically in 
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"RESOLVERS", "RESOLVERS are programs that extract information 
from name servers in response to client requests"); and 

processes within the intermediary server for obtaining the 
data from the specific location and serving the data to the 
requesting client application (page 29, section 5.1 
Introduction", paragraph 1, specifically "...a resolver receives 
a request from a user program. and returns the desired 
information. . . " . 

Regarding claim 2, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein the data is returned such that the client remains 
unaware of the specific location of the data, (page 6, section 
2.4 "Elements of the DNS", paragraph "From the user's point of 
view...", specifically "From the user's point of view, the 
domain system is accessed through a simple procedure ... to a 
local resolver. The domain space consists of a single tree and 
the user can request information from any section of the tree.") 

Regarding claim 3, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein the intermediary server has a lower latency connection 
to the client application than does the storage server, (page 
29, section 5.1 "Introduction", paragraphs 2 and 3, specifically 
"Because a resolver may need to consult several name servers, or 
may have the requested information in a local cache, the amount 
of time that a resolver can take to complete can vary quite a 
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bit..." and "A very important goal of the resolver is to 
eliminate network delay and name server load...") 

Regarding claim 4, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein at least some of the storage devices comprise direct 
attached storage for the intermediary server, (page 6, section 
2.4 "Elements of the DNS", paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE 
and..."; page 29, section 5.1 Introduction", paragraph 1) 

Regarding claim 5, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein at least some of the storage devices comprise network 
attached storage, (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", 
paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE and..."; page 29, section 5.1 
Introduction", paragraph 1) 

Regarding claim 7, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein the access request is represented by a token ("host 
name" or "domain name"), (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the 
DNS", specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE..."; pages 
29-30, section 5.2.1 "Typical functions", specifically 
subsection "1. Host name to host address translation") 

Regarding claim 8, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein the processes for communicating with the storage 
server further comprise transmission of a token representing the 
requested data, (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", 
specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE...", specifically 
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"A query ... describes the type of resource information that is 
desired") 

Regarding claim 9, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 
1 wherein the processes for communicating with the storage 
server further comprise processes for receiving a resource 
locator from the storage server, (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements 
of the DNS", specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE...", 
specifically "...queries for address resources return Internet 
host addresses") 

Regarding claim 10, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of 
claim 1 wherein the processes for communicating with the - storage 
server further comprise processes for receiving a file name and 
file path from the intermediary server, (page 6, section 2.4 
"Elements of the DNS", specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME 
SPACE...", specifically "A query ... describes the type of 
resource information that is desired"; page 29, section 5.1 
"Introduction", specifically "In the simplest case, a resolver 
receives a request from a user program (e.g. . .FTP) . . .and returns 
the desired information in a form in a form compatible with the 
local host's data formats) 

Regarding claim 11, "RFC 1034" discloses a method for 
managing on-network data storage comprising the acts of: 
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providing a communication network; (referred to throughout 
the reference as "domain" or "local network" or "organization") 

receiving requests for data within an intermediary server 
from a plurality of external client applications coupled to the 
network; (page 29, section 5.1 Introduction", paragraph 1; page 
32, section 5.3.1 "Stub resolvers") 

storing units of data in one or more data storage devices 
accessible to the intermediary server; (page 6, section 2.4 
"Elements of the DNS", paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE and..."; 
page 29, section 5.1 Introduction", paragraph 1) 

associating each request with a token representing the 
request; (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", 
specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE..."; pages 29-30, 
section 5.2.1 "Typical functions", specifically subsection "1. 
Host name to host address translation") 

sending the token to a storage server coupled to the 
network and having an interface for communicating with the 
intermediary server; (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", 
specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE...", specifically 
"A query ... describes the type of resource information that is 
desired") 

causing the storage server to return specific location 
information corresponding to the request associated with the 
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received token; (page 6, section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", 
specifically paragraph "The DOMAIN NAME SPACE...", specifically 
"...queries for address resources return Internet host 
addresses") 

causing the intermediary server to access the data storage 
mechanism using the specific location information to retrieve 
data at the specific location; and delivering the retrieved data 
to the client application that generated the request, (page 6, 
section 2.4 "Elements of the DNS", specifically paragraph "The 
DOMAIN NAME SPACE...", specifically "A query ... describes the 
type of resource information that is desired"; page 29, section 
5.1 "Introduction", specifically "In the simplest case, a 
resolver receives a request from a user program 

(e .g . . . FTP) . . . and returns the desired information in a form in a 
form compatible with the local host's data formats) 
1. Claims 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent 6 185 598 Bl to Farber et al . 

Regarding claim 12, Farber discloses a method for 
transferring data between network connected computers comprising 
the acts of: 

storing a data object ("resource") at a specific location 
in a network-connected storage mechanism ("origin server") ; 
(column 4, lines 40-48) 
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transmitting a token representing the data object from a 
first network-connected computer ( "client ") to an intermediary 
computer ("reflector") ; (column 2, line 65-column 3, line 5) 

in the intermediary computer, using the token to identify 
the specific storage location of the data object; (column 3, 
lines 5-10) 

causing the storage mechanism to transfer the data object 
to a second network-connected computer ("repeater") . (column 3, 
lines 18-23) 

Regarding claim 13, Farber discloses the method of claim 12 
wherein the step of sending the token further, comprises sending 
an identification of the second network- connected computer, 
(column 3, lines 10-16) 

Regarding claim 14, Farber discloses the method of claim 12 
wherein the act of transferring the data object comprises 
transferring the data object to a plurality of network-connected 
computers, (column 3, lines 35-50) 

Regarding claim 15, Farber discloses the method of claim 12 
further comprising : 

storing copies of the data object at multiple 
network- connected storage mechanisms; (column 3, lines 35-50) 
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using the intermediary computer to select one of the 
multiple network-connected storage mechanisms; (column 3, lines 
5-10) and 

causing the selected network-connected storage mechanism to 
transfer the data object to a second network-connected computer, 
(column 3, lines 35-50, specifically lines 46-50) 

Regarding claim 16, Farber discloses the method of claim 12 
wherein the step of causing the storage mechanism to transfer 
the data object to a second network-connected computer 
comprises : 

transferring the data object to a front -end server 
topologically close to the second network- connected computer; 
and transferring the data object from the front -end server to 
the second network- connected computer, (column 3, lines 35-50, 
specifically lines 46-50) 

Regarding claim 17, Farber discloses the method of claim 12 
wherein the data object at the specific location is referred to 
as a primary data object, the method further comprising: 

causing the network- connected storage mechanism to 
proactively redistribut data objects by transferring in addition 
to the primary data object, one or more data objects that are 
sequentially related to the primary data object, .(column 4, 
lines 29-32; column 10, lines 39-52) 
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Regarding claim 18, discloses a data distribution service 
comprising : 

one or more data storage mechanisms holding a plurality of 
data objects at specific non-public locations; (column 4, lines 
40-48) 

an interface for receiving tokens ("URL"), the tokens 
associated with particular ones of the data objects and the 
tokens lacking specific location information indicating the 
locations of the data objects in the one or more data storage 
mechanisms (column 3, lines 51-53; column 5, line 64-column 6, 
line 5; column 6, lines 40-56) ; and 

in exchange for payment, supplying the specific nonpublic 
locations of the data objects associated with the received 
tokens, (column 6, lines 40-56) 

Regarding claim 19, Farber discloses a method for version 
control of a data object comprising: 

receiving a token representing a first version of a data 
object; (column 10, lines 13-67, specifically lines 21-25) 

using the token to identify a second version of the data 
object; (column 4, lines 29-32; column 10, lines 13-67, 
specifically lines 39-52) and 
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identifying a specific storage location ("origin server") 
of the second version data object in response to the received 
token, (column 10, lines 13-67, specifically lines 39-52) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 

Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 

establishing a background for determining obviousness under 3 5 

U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

This application currently names joint inventors. In 

considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 

the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 

claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
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therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over "RFC 1034". 

Regarding claim 6, "RFC 1034" discloses the system of claim 

1. 

"RFC 1034" does not disclose wherein at least some of the 
storage device are configured as a storage area network. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use a storage area network 
because the Applicant has not disclosed that using the 
limitation undisclosed in "RFC 1034" provides any sort of an 
advantage, is used of a particular purpose, or solves a stated 
problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, furthermore, would 
have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with 
the Internet described in "RFC 1034" as recited in the claim 
because data transferred between a client and a storage device 
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traverses the network regardless of the type of storage type 
used. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9AM to 5:30PM Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley can be 
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reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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